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CHIROPRACTpRS. Amendment TG ChirGpractic Initiative Act, Submitted By Legis-
lature. 'Permits two, rather than one, board members from same chiropractic 
.., school or college to be members of board at same time. Provides that Legislature 
1 may fix fees of applicants and licensees and per diem compensation payable to 
board members. 
YES 
NO 
(For Full Text .of Measure, See Page 7, Part II) 
Analysis by the Legislative Counsel 
This measure submits to the voters for approval 
or rejection amendments made by Chapter 1768 
of the Statutes of 1959 to the Chiropractic 
Initiative Act of 1922. That act provides for the 
organization of the State Board of Chiropractic 
Examiners and for educational and licensing re-
quirements for the practice of chiropractic in ~his 
State. . 
This measure would authorize two persons 
whose first diplomas were issued by the same 
school or college of chiropractic to serve simul-
taneously on the State Board of Chiropractic 
Examiners. Only one such person may now serve 
on the board at a time. 
It would also authorize the Legislature to :fix 
the amount of the fees payable by applicants for 
a chiropractor's license and by licensees, and to 
:fix the amount of per diem compensation payable 
to the members of the board. These amounts are 
now specifically prescribed in the intiative act as 
follows: applicant's fee, $25.00; licensee's renewal 
fee, from $2.00 to' $10.00; arrd board member's 
per diem compensation, $10.00 per day. 
.Argument in Favor of Amendment of 
Chiropractic Initiative Act 
This measure would amend the Chiropractic 
Initiative Act as follows: (1) Provide that not 
more than two 'persons, rather than no two per-
sons, whose first diplomas were issued by the same 
school or college of chiropractic may serve simul-
taneously on the State Board of Chiropractic 
Examiners; (2) Authorize the Legislature to es-
tablish the amount of the per diem compensation 
payable to members of the b.oard for time spent 
in the performance of their official duties and 
the amount of the fees to be paid by applicants for 
chiropractic licenses and persons holding such 
licenses. 
The purpose of the :first amendment is to 
broaden the Governor's range of selection in ap-
pointing members of the board. In view of the 
relatively small number of approved chiropractic 
schools n.ow in existence, the present strict limi-
tation may give :dse to difficulties in finding a 
sufficient number of persons quali:fied for board 
membership. 
The second amendment would permit the Legis-
lature to :fix the compensation for service on this 
board in the same manner and at the .same uni-
form rate as is the case with other boards in the 
Department of Professional and Vocatiunal Stand-
ards which perform similar licensing functions. 
It would also permit the Legislature to provide 
"-"prating revenues for the board in the same 
'lner as it does for other licensh).g boards and 
.t.S meet what is likely to be a critical need for 
additional revenues for this board in the near 
future. 
SWIFT BERRY 
State Senator 
Argument in Favor of Amendment of 
Chiropractic Initiative Act 
This measure will accomplish two desirable ob-
jectives in the interests of governmental effi-
ciency. J!'irst, it will permit t.wo persons whose 
first diplomas were issued by the same school of 
chiropractic to serve simultaneously on the State 
Board pf Chiropractic Examiners. At present, 
only one person from any such sehool may serve 
on this Board. Due to the limited number of 
chiropractic schools, it has become increasingly 
difficult to select five persons, each from a differ-
ent school, who are willing and able t.o serve on 
tbe Board. This measure would ease the pr.oblem 
by permitting a wider selection of persons who 
could qualify for appointment, while still not per-
mitting anyone school to gain a majority repre-
sentation on the Board. 
Second, the measure authorizes the Legislature 
to fix the amount of the fees payable by licensees 
and applicants for licenses, and also the amount 
of per diem compensation payable to members of 
the Board. Presently these amounts are speci:fi-
cally :fixed by the existing Chiropractic Act and 
the Legislature has no power to revise them to 
• meet changing ·conditions. By vesting the Legis-
lature with power to fix these amounts, this 
measure would simply give the Legislature the 
identical authority it now possesses in regard to 
the license fees and per diem payable to other 
State boards. Under this measure, the Legislature 
could set such amounts in accordance with 
changes .occurring in the costs of administering 
the functions of the Board, as it already does 
with other licensing agencies. 
FRED S. FARR 
State Senator, Monterey County 
Argument Against Amendment of Chiropractio 
Initiative Act 
If two graduates of the same chiropractic insti-
tute were permitted to serve on the State Board 
of Chiropractic Examiners, the fact that they 
both attended the same institution would present 
a great possibility of one influencing the other's 
judgment. This in turn would t~nd to unify the 
decision of the two and thus be in contrast of the 
very reason they have a Board of Examiners 
rather than one person. This unity would have a 
great influence on the decision of the Board and 
the possibility of a wrong decision being made 
would be greatly increased. The degree of in-
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.... would be greater than if you were to re-, 
iItove one m. an from the Board. It is with this rea-
IGning that.1 urge you to veto this proposition,. 
Vote Nol . 
ROBERT L. FEGEL 
7425 Kengard St. 
Whittier, California 
Insurance .Agent 
.x.IGIBlLI'tY TO VOTE. Assembly Constitutional Amendment No.5. Changes pro- EL INOl··----8 hibit~ons of eligibility t? vote f,rom those convicted of infamous crime to those oonVlcted of felony durmg pumshment therefor and those convicted of treason. , . 
(For Full Text of Measure, See Page 8, Part II) 
ADalysis by the Legislative Counsel 
This constitutional. amendment would amend 
Section 1 of .Article II of the Consti tu tion to per-
mit a person who has been convicted of a felony, 
other than treason or the embezzlement or mis-
appropriation of. public money, to' vote and exelf' 
cise other privileges accorde'd .an elector, upon 
paying the pClllllties prescribed by law for his 
.ofl'ense, including any period of probation or pa-
role . .At the preaent time, under the Constitution, 
a person who is convicted of a felony loses his 
privileges as an elector and cannot regain those 
pl'ivileges unless he is pardoned by the Governor. 
The constitutiollal provision bemg amended 
presently refen to "infamous crimes" rather than 
"felonies." The conrts have indicated that every 
felony constitutes an infamous crime, but have 
given no indication as to whether the term in-
cludes any other type of offense. This measure 
would eliminate any question in that regal'd by 
8ubstitutinr the term "felony" for "infamous 
crime." I 
Argumen' ia P.Tor of Assembly Constitutional 
Amendment No. I) 
Therl' are approximately 20,000 YOUbg people 
in California who are presently law abiding citi-· 
zens endeavoring to live honest lives who are de-
prived under an archaic provision of the State 
Constitution from the right to vote for life be-
Muse of misiakes they made and paid the price 
for as juveniles. 
These young people are usually individuals from 
broken or underprivileged homes and social condi-
tions whieh inevitably produce a higher incidence 
of law violations. 
They paid their penalties under the jurisdiction 
of' state correctional agencies and were discharged 
IS ex-felons. They have rehabilitated themselves 
IS useful members of society cognizant of the 
wrongs they have committed, willing to accept 
their duties and responsibilities as constructive 
members of the community. 
Yet they are deprived of the right to vote for 
life. 
Is this fair' 
We say no one who·neglects to register and vote 
is a good citizen. Should we deprive these young 
people of the opportunity to become good citl-
lens! 
Proposition Number 8 would rectify this anom&-
10M situation. 
It would correct other injustices. 
Proposition 8 proposes an amendment to Section 
1 of Amell! II of the State Constitution. This sec-
tion has a provision that no person convicted of a 
felony shall ever exercise the privileges of an 
elector in this State (the term "infamous crime" 
useli in the Constitution has been construed to 
. mean the same as "felony," that is a crime punish-
able by imprisonment in a state prison or in a fed-
eral prison for a sentence of' one year or more.) 
This Proposition .would provide instead that no 
person "while paying the penalties imposed by 
law, incl~d!nb any period of probation or parole," 
for convIctron of a felony, shall exercise the priv-
ileges of an elector. It also adds "treason" to those 
offenses specifically enumerated for which the 
right to vote could not be restored except by 
pardon by the Governor. 
The fundamental change proposed is to restore 
to the individual convicted of a felony (with cer-
tain exceptions) the right to vote once he has paid 
the penalties imposed by law. This franchise 
would be returned to the individual when his debt 
to society had been paid. 
This perpetual restriction on the right to -v 
is an outmoded concept and inconsistent , 
the rehabilitation approach of modern correctio,,", 
methods. It is repugnant to democratic concepts . 
of justice. 
This proposal would not remove present consti-
tutional and statutory restrictions on collateral 
rights of electors, such as the right to be.a candi-
date and serve in public office. It would not repeal 
or limit the certificate of rehabilitation procedure 
under which ex-felons are able to secure recom-
mendations for pardons from the' Governor by the 
Superior Court. It would not limit powers which 
the Legislature now possesses. It would delete 
from the fundamental law of the State an unjust 
restriction. . 
This .medieval and undemocratic perpetual pro-
hibition should be repealed. . 
This proposition is endorsed by the State Board 
of Corrections and California Probation, Parole, 
and Correctional Association. 
We recommend a YES vote on Proposition 8. 
EDW.ARD E. ELLIOTT 
.Assemblyman, 40th District~ 
Los .Angeles 
AUGUSTUS F. H.AWKINS 
.Assemblyman, 62nd District 
Los .Angeles 
Argument Against Assembly Constitutional 
. Amendment No.5 
This proposed constitutional amendment T 
vides that a person convicted of a felony iii 
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I&PII ~ seven hundred fifty dolla.rs ($750) for 
each month of the term for which he is elected. 
Notwithstanding· any other provision of this 
- ,:stitutiOll or of la.w, the increased compensa.. 
• for Members of the Legislature resulting fro~ 
. ...::> amendment to this subdivision as proposed 
by the Legislature at its 1959 Regular Session 
shall not be considered in computing the retire-
ment benefits under the Legislators' Retirement 
System of any person who h!u retired under that 
system prior to the operative date of said amend~ 
ment and the retirement benefits payable to such 
retired members shall :Rot be increased as the 
result of such increased compensation. 
ASSESSMENT OF GOLF COVRSES. Assembly Constitutional Amendment No. 29. YES 
6 Establishes manner in which non-profit golf courses should be asseclSed for 1--+--purposes of taxation. .NO 
(This proposedJ,mendment does not expressly 
amend any existing section of the Constitution, but 
adds a new section thereto; therefore, the provi-
sions thereof are printed in BLACK-FACED 
TYPE to indicate that they are NEW.) 
PROPOSED AMENDMENT TO ARTICLE xm 
Sec. 2.6. In assessing real property consisting 
o( one parcel of 11). acres or more and used 6:-
clusively for nonprofit golf course purposes for at 
least two successive years prior to the assessment, 
the assessor shall consider no factors other than 
those relative tQ such use. He may, however, take 
into consideration the existence of any mines, 
minerals 8:nd quarries in the property, including, 
but. not limited to oU, gas and other hydrocarbon 
substances. 
omROPRACTORS. Amendment To Chiropractic Initiative Act, Submitted By Legis- YES 
--r-
NO 
lature. Permits two, rather than one, board members from same chiropractic 
7 school or college to be members of board at same time. Provides that IJegislature may fu: fees of applicants and licensees and per diem compensation payable .to 
board members. 
(This proposed law expressly amends an existing 
law and adds new provisions to the law; therefore 
EXISTING PRO.VISIONS proposed to be DE-
LETED are printed in STRIKEOUT ~ ; and 
'J7""W PROVISIONS proposed to be ADDED are 
ted in BLACK-FACED TYPE.) 
PROPOSED LAW 
An act to amend an initiative act entitled "An 
act prescribing the terms upon which licenses 
may be issued to practitioners of chiropractic, 
creating the State Boart! of Chiropractio Exam-
iners and declaring its powers and duties, 
prescribing penalties for violation hereof, and 
repealing all acts and parts of acts inconsistent 
herewith," approved by electors November 7, 
1922, by amending Section 1 thereof and adding 
Section 12.5 thereto, relating to pra.ctice of 
chiroprac~ic, said amendment to take effect 
upon the approval thereof by the ele~toril, and 
providing for the .submission thereof to the 
electors pursuant to Section 1b of Article IV 
of the State Constitution. 
'the people of the State of Oalifornia do enact 
as follows: 
Section 1. Section 1 of the act cited in the title 
ta amended to read: 
of California for a period of three years next pre-
ceding the date upon which this act takes effect, 
thereafter appointees shall be licentiates hereunder. 
Ne Not more than two persons shall serve simul-
taneously as members .of said board, Whose first 
diplomas were issued by the same school or college 
of chiropractic, nor shall inore than two members 
be residents of anyone county of the State. And 
no person connected with any chiropractic school 
or college shall be eligible to appointment as a 
member of the board. Each member of the board, 
except the secretary, shall receive a per diem of 
ten dollars ($10) for each day during which he is 
actually engaged in the discharge of his duties, 
together with his actual· and necessary traveling 
expenses incurred in connection with the perform-
ance of the duties of his office, such per diem travel-
ing expenses and other incidental expenses 'Of the 
board or of its members to be paid out of the funds 
of the board hereinafter defined and not from the 
State's taxes. 
Sec. 2. Sect!on 12.5 is added to said act, to 
read: 
Sec. 12.5. The Legislature may by law fix the 
amounts of the fees payable by a.pplicants and 
licensees and the amount of the per diem corn-
pensation payable to members of the board. 
Section 1. A board is htreby created to be Sec. S. Sections 1 and 2 of this act shall be-
known as the "State Board of Chiropractic Exam- come effective only when submitted to and ap. 
iners," hereinaft ~r referred to as the board, which proved by the electors, pursuant to Secti()lJl 1b of 
shall consist of five members, citizens of the State Article IV of the Constitution of the State. 
of California, appointed by. the Governor. Each 
member must have pursued a resident course in a Sec. 4. Sections 1 and 2 of this act shall be 
regularly incorporated chiropractic school or 001- submitted to the electors for their approval or 
lege, and mUst be a graduate thereof and hold a rejection at the next succeeding general election 
d;~loma therefrom. occurring at any time subsequent to 180 days 
ili member of the board first appointed here- after this section takes effect, or at any state-wide 
\.. ,t shan. have practiced chiropractic in the State special election which may be ca.lled by the Gov. 
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" 
.mor, in his' discretion, prior to auoh general 
election, in the lI&Dle manner that a. OOlUItitutional 
amendment proposed by the Legisla.ture would be 
aubmitted, and a.ll of the provisiona of 1a.w rela.-
tive to lubmilaion of IUch coDStitutiona.l amend-
menta to. the electon and to matters incidental 
thereto shall apply to tha submission of Sectiou 
1 a.nd 2 of this act, except a.s otherwise provided 
in this section or a.s such provisions may be 
clea.rly ina.pplica.b1e for the sub~ion of 
amendment to a.n initiative measure pursuan 
Section lb of Article IV of the State Constituti .... _ 
BLIGIBILITY. TO VOTE. Assembly Constitutional Amendment No.5. Changes prO-: YES 
8 hibitioDS of eligibility to vote from those convicted of infamous crime to those I---t---convicted of felony during punishment therefor and those convicted of treason. NO 
(This proposed amendment expressly amends an 
existing section of the Constitution; therefore EX-
ISTING PROVISIONS proposed to be DELETED 
are printed in STIHKEOUT ~; and NEW 
PR(IVISIONS proposed to be INSERTED are 
printed in BLACK-FACED TYPE.) 
PROPOSED AMENDMENT TO ARTICLE II 
SEOTION 1. Every native citizen of the United 
States of AmericA, every person who shall have ac-
quired the rights of citizeDShip under and by virtue 
of the Treaty of Queretaro, and every naturalized 
citizen thereof, who shall have become such 90 days 
prior to any election, of the age of 21 years, who 
lJhall have been a resident of the State one year 
next preceding the day of the election, and of the 
eounty in which he or she claims his or her vote 
90 days, and in the election precinct 54 days, shall 
be entitled to vote at all elections which are. now or 
~y hereafter be authorized by law; provided, any 
person duly registered as an elector in one precinct 
and removing therefrom to another precinct in the 
aame county within 54 days, or any person duly 
registered as an elector in any county in California 
and removing therefrom to another county in Cali-
fornia within 90 days prior to an election, shall for 
the purpose of such election be deemed to be a resi-
dent and qualified elector of the precinct or county 
from which he so removed until after such election; 
provided, further, no alien ineligible to citizenship, 
no idiot, no insane person, no person convicted of 
any jaf_Bus eflme; Be fI6i'II6'ft ftepettitep eelivietea 
ef felony, while paying the penalties imposed by 
law therefor, including a.ny period of probation 
or pa.role, no person convicted of treason, the em-
bezzlement or misappropriation of public money, 
and no person who shall not be able to read the 
Constitution in the English language and write his 
or her name, shall ever exercise the privileges of a.n 
elector in this State; provided, that the provisioDS 
of this amendment relative to an educational quali-
fication shall not apply to any person prevented by 
a physical disability from' complying with its requi-
sitions, nor to any person who had the right to vote 
on October 10~ 1911, nor to any person who was 60 
years of age and upwards on October 10, 1911; prO'-
vided, further, that the Legislature may, by general 
law, provide for .the casting of votes by duly reg-
istered voters who expect to be absent from t' .~ 
respective precincts or unable to vote thereh 
reason of physical disability, on the day on Wll. .... 
any election iii held. 
, OLAIMS AGAINST CHARTERED CITIES AND COUNTIES. Assembly OODStitu- YES 
!. ... 
tiona! Amendment No. 16. Permits Legislature to prescribe procedures govern-9 ing claims against chartered counties, cities and eounties, and cities, or against officers, agents and employees thereof. NO 
(This proposed amendment does not expressly 
amend any existing section of the Constitution, 
but adds a new section thereto; therefore, the pro-
'Visions thereof are printed in BLACK-FACED 
'rYPE to indicate thAt they are NEW.) 
PROPOSED Al'rIENDMENT TO ARTICLE XI 
Sec. 10. No provision of this article sha.lllimit 
the power of the Legislature to prescribe pro-
.cedures governing the presentation, coDSideration 
and enforcement of claims against cha.rtered 
counties, chartered cities and counties, and 
.cha.rtered cities, or against officers, agents ancl 
employees thereof. 
ADMINISTRATION OP JUSTICE. Senate Constitutional Amendment No. 14. Pro-
vides that membership of Judicial Council besides judges shall include members YES 
of State Bar and two legislators; permits appointment of administrative director. 
10 Creates Commission on Judicial Qualifications eonsisting of judges, members of State Bar and citizens; provides procedure for removal of judges for misconduct or to compel retirement for disability. Declares State Bar of California is a 
public corporation. Changes name of Commission on Qualifications to Commis- NO 
aion on Judicial Appointments. 
(This proposed amendment expressly r.m.ends a.n 
existing section of the Constitution, and adds new 
l6Ctions thereto; therefore, EXISTING PROVI-
SIONS proposed to be DELETED are printed in 
8TRIKEQ:gT -T¥PE, and NEW PROVISIONS 
proposed to be INSERTED or ADDED are pri~L,<t 
in BLACK-FAOED TYPE.) 
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